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WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1 ){3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 1 July 2006 . 
2a)[3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 6 and 14 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) ^ Claim(s) 22 is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) l-SJ-ISand 15-21 is/are rejected. 

7) 13 Claim(s) 7 and 15 is/are obiected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing{s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect vinder this subsection of a 
national application published under section 122 (b) only if the 
international application designating the United States was published under 
Article 21(2) (a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that 
a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of 
this siibsection based on the filing of an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351(a) . 

2. Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (e) as being 
anticipated by Broman et al, U.S. Patent Application Publication 
No. 2004/0240631 (hereinafter Broman) . 

Regarding claim 11, Broman discloses a method for 
identifying a fraudulent voice signature, comprising: 

accessing a fraudulent voice signature file comprising a 
plurality of fraudulent voice signatures; 

receiving a user voice signature; 

comparing the user voice signature to at least a portion of 



the plurality of fraudulent voice signatures; 
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determining whether the user voice signature matches a 
fraudulent voice signatures; 

identifying the user voice signature as fraudulent if the 
user voice signature matches a fraudulent voice signature; and 

identifying one of a plurality of accounts associated with 
the user voice signature identified as fraudulent (see Figures 
3-5) . 

Regarding claim 18, see paragraph 0044. 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 17. 

Claim 20 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 VSC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action*: ^ 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the svibject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 8-13, 16 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Yuschik et al, U.S. Patent 
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Application Publication No. 2002/0152078 (hereinafter Yuschik) 
in view of Broman. 

Regarding claim 1, Yuschik discloses a method for detecting 
unauthorized access, comprising: 

receiving a voice input associated with a request to access 
an account; 

generating a request voice signature corresponding to the 
voice input associated with the request; 

retrieving an authorized voice signature corresponding to 
the account; 

comparing the request voice signature corresponding to the 
voice input with the authorized voice signature corresponding to 
the account; and 

detecting unauthorized access in response to the comparison 
(paragraphs 0032 and 0034) . 

With further respect to claim 1, Yuschik mentions storing 
digital copies of an unauthorized user's spoken passcode (see' 
paragraph 0044) . However Yuschik fails to teach accessing a 
fraudulent voice signature file and identifying a user 
associated with the request voice signature in accordance with 
the fraudulent voice signature file. Nonetheless Broman 
discloses these limitations (see Figures 3-5) . Therefore it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Yuschik^with the 
fraudulent voice signature file of Broman. This modification 
would have improved the system's reliability by minimizing fraud 
in telephonic transactions as suggested by Broman (see paragraph 
0005) . 

Regarding claim 2, see paragraphs 0031-0034 and 0037 of 
Yuschik- 

Regarding claim 3, see paragraphs 0031-0034 and 0037 of 
Yuschik. 

Regarding claim 4, see paragraphs 0031-0034 and 0037 of 
Yuschik. 

Regarding claim 5, see paragraphs 0031-0034 and 0037 of 
Yuschik. 

* 

Regarding claim 8, see paragraph 0005 of Yuschik. 
Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. 
Claim 10. is rejected for the same reasons as claim 2. 
Claim 11 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 3. 
Claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 
Claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 5. 
Claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 8. 
Claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. 



Application/Control Number: 10/659,899 Page 
Art Unit: 2614 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Broman discloses determining if the fraudulent voice 
signature file comprises the request voice signature (see 
Figures 3-5) . However Broman fails to teach adding the request 
voice signature to the fraudulent voice signature file if the 
fraudulent voice signature file does not comprise the request 
voice signal. As a result, claims 7 and 15 are objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Claim 
22 is allowed for the same reasons. 

Response to Argumenta 

6. Applicant alleges that Broman does not teach identifying a 
user associated with the request voice signature. The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Because Broman discloses the 
identification of the person can be associated with the voice 
print (see paragraph 0042) , Broman teaches the claimed 
limitation of identifying a user associated with the request 
voice signature. 

In response to Applicant's argument that there is no 
suggestion to combine the references, the Examiner recognizes 
that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
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modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves. or 
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992) . In this case, Yuschik discusses a method for detecting, 
unauthorized access. While Yuschik fails to teach the claimed 
accessing and identifying limitations, Broman fills in this gap 
(see Figures 3-5) and provides a reason as to why these features 
are useful (see paragraph 0005). As a result, the combination of 
Yuschik and Broman teaches the claimed limitations of claims 1- 
5, 8-13, 16, 21 and 22. 

Applicant then argues Broman fails to show an existing user 
account is identified as fraudulent based on the comparison. 
Applicant is absolutely correct. Nowhere does Broman indicate 
that an existing user account is identified as fraudulent based 
on the comparison . However the Examiner submits that Applicant's 
claims do not recite that an existing user account is identified 
as fraudulent based on the comparison . Rather the claims are 
broadly directed towards identifying one of a plurality of 
accounts that is associated with the fraudulent user voice 
signature. Because Broman identifies (1) an account and (2) an 
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associated fraudulent voice signature (see paragraph 0016-0018) , 
Broman discloses identifying one of a plurality of accounts 
associated with the user voice signature identified as 
fraudulent . 

Applicant also contends that Broman fails to teach the 
recited techniques of claim 18. The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees because the probability, threshold, algorithms, 
comparison and statistical analysis disclosed by Broman (see 
paragraph 0044) all read on the recited technique of claim 18. 
To the extent that the Applicant maintains that Broman does not 
show the claimed technique, the Examiner will not allow the 
claimed limitations because Kuhn et al, U.S. Patent No. 
6,141,644 (hereinafter Kuhn) clearly teaches the recitations of 
claim 18 (see Figure 4) . 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE PINAL. See MPEP § 706 . 07 (a) . Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 

* ■ 

CFR 1.136 (a) . . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 

« 

of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
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is not mailed until after the end of the THREE -MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 

■ 

expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Olisa 
Anwah whose telephone number is 571-272-7533. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8.30 AM to 6 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor. Fan Tsang can be 
reached on 571-272-7547 ^ The fax phone numbers' for the 
organization where this application or proceeding^ is assigned 
are 571-273-8300 for regular communications and 571-273-8300 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 
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